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ILLINOIS POWER COMPANY, d/b/a AmerenIP ) 
and Ameren Illinois Transmission co. 1 

1 
Petition for (i) a Certificate of Public Convenience ) 
and Necessity, pursuant to Sec. 8-406(a) of the ) 
Public Utilities Act, (ii) a Certificate of Public ) 
Convenience and Necessity, pursuant to Section ) 

) 
construction, operation and maintenance of new ) 
345,000 volt lines in Monroe,Randolph, St. Clair ) 
and Washington Counties, Illinois; (iii) an order ) 
pursuant to Section 8-503 of the Public Utilities Act ) 

facilities; (iv) approval of an Agreement between ) 
affiliated interests; and (v) other relief as may be ) 

8-406 of the Public Utilities Act, authorizing 

approving construction of new transmission 1 

necessary. ) 

Docket No. 06-0179 

Statement of Facts 

NOW COMES, Leo Fulton, Jr., Intervenor opposing the certification of the above 

entitled proposed transmission route, and in support of his position states the 

following: 

The County of Randolph, affected by the proposed Illinois Power Company, et al. 

(“Petitioners”) primary route, formally opposes such route after having conducted 

meetings where Petitioners’ and several groups of affected Randolph County 

residents offered testimony. See Report-Ethics filed March 28,2006. 

The City of Red Bud, in Randolph County, with incorporated boundaria lying 

within 1 Yi miles of Petitioners’ primary route, formally opposes such route after 
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having conducted meetings where Petitioners' and community residents offered 

testimony. See Corresoondence filed ADril 17.2006. 

The Village of Baldwin, in Randolph County, with incorporated boundaries lying 

within 1 % miles of Petitioners' primary mute, formally opposes such mute after 

having conducted meetings where Petitioners and community residents offered 

testimony. 

The vast majority of landowners affected by the Petitioners' primary route, as 

well as numerous members of the surrounding communities, oppose the primary 

route based on a myriad of concerns ranging from economic advancement ofthe 

community to questionable health and safety coosequences. Exhiba 4A. 

Petitioners concede that the construction of the proposed route will have an 

adverse impact on the surrounding area which extends beyond the hmdaries of 

the desired easement: Petitioners' re-prioritized portions of the primary route to 

protect a "buffer" for IDNR property located several hundred yards away from the 

former mute, without expressing the legal or vested equitable interest IDNR or 

lNPC possesses in such lands. Clearly, the acknowledgment of a need for a 

hueer zone indicates an understanding by Petitioners as to the effects of the 

proposed transmission facilities on the surrounding landscape. See Petitioners' 

Exhibit 6.0. Lines 38-39. 

Several heafth research and real estate appraisal studies investigate and report on 

the impact of overhead high-voltage transmission lines, such as the fan'lity 

proposed by Petitioners, on the health of proximately located individuals and the 

sales time or sales price ofproximately located land. Exhibit 6A. Such readily 
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obtainable and publicized documents hold the potential to adversely impact the 

perceived desirability of lands encumbered by proximity to overhead high-voltage 

transmissim lines, and therefore adversely impact the relative value of such lands. 

Similar to the situation expressed by Intervenor Merrill F’range, the primary route 

in Randolph County affects suhstantially more properties and residences than 

reasonable alternatives. Indeed, Petitioners’ own exhibits indicate a larger 

number of homes, parcels and landowners affected by the primary route compared 

to the reviewed aiternatives. See Petitioners’ exhibit 3.5. 

With the high visibility and general topography of the location chosen for the 

primary route, several other facts expose disadvantages with the primary route. 

The mute runs parallel to Richfield Road, south and southeast of Red Bud, 

through predominantly open terrain, upon relatively higher etevation ground, with 

little visual impediment lying behveen the route and the road. Exhibit 8A, 88,8C. 

Over 50 residences are located along the 2 ‘h mile impmved Richfield Road, all of 

which lie within 450 yards of the primary route. Several such locations include 

contiguous, residentially zoned properties conducive to consistent land-usage 

expansion. The community ofPrairie is also located along Richfield Road. 

(Sections 23,24, T.4S-R.8W.) Although Petitioners’ exhibits and correspondence 

acknowledges the relative location o f  the unincorporated community of Renault, 

Petitioners’ documents do not note the location of  the unincorporated community 

of Prairie, which consists of many contiguous residences. In sum, visual 

inspection reveals that over 75 residences lie within 450 yards o f  the primary 

route, between the Kaskaskia River and the Randolph-Monroe County line. 
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9. Petitioners’ primary route, at Illinois Route 3, crosses the Glasscock property, 

through a large portion residentially zoned. The Sauer property lies directly 

adjacent to such residentially zoned land. (Sections 20,21, T.4S.-R.8W.) 

Commercial development adjacent to Iilinois Route 3 extends from the 

incorporated boundaries o f  Red Bud to within ‘h mile of the primary route. 

(Section 21, T.4S-R.SW.) 

The proposed routing does not take advantage of the limited developability, lower 

elevation and level ground surrounding the intersection of  Illinois Route 3 and 

Horse Creek. (Section 28, T.4S.-R.8WhT.) 

Over 70 acres of land zoned for residential use, and currently under development, 

lies directly adjacent to the Wright-Trost and the Four Family Ranch properties 

along Pine Crest Road. (Sections 19,20, T.4S.-R.SW.) Pine Crest Road is an 

improved road serving several large parcels o f  residentially zoned land with high- 

value residential improvements, and in a setting conducive to continued 

contiguous and beneficial revenue generating development. Exhibit 12A. 

Petitioners incorrectly state that the primary route bisects the distance between the 

incorporated boundaries of Red Bud ‘and Ruma. See Petitioners’ exhibit 3.0. Line 

09-101. The primary route is actually % mile nearer the city ofRed Bud and 

within 1 ‘/3 miles of the Red Bud city limits. 

The primary route easement reaches to within 100 yards o f  the Boling residence 

and within 130 yards of the Fulton residence, in a location that will require daily 

entrance and sustained periods within the such easement. The primary route 

passes within 100 yards o f  a 140-1 60 year old log cabin located beside the Fulton 
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residence. The proposed easement would also deforest two steep hillsides on the 

Fuhon property and one hillside on the Lehr property designated as highly 

erodable land. 

Petitioners’ consider the location of the primary Prairie West portion of the 

proposed route to be advantageous in protecting the transmission network from 

damage due to natural disaster. If the threat ofharm to the transmission facilities 

i\ at dl sihmificant in determining the location chosen, then it is equally dangerous 

to piace such precarious facilities atop or parallel ‘A mile of private lane which 

provides the sole emergency vehicle access to the Fulton and Baling residences in 

the event of such a disaster. 

Petitioners’ consider an advantage of the primary route to be that it does not cross 

any centennial or sesquicentennial farms. Indeed, if Petitioners are concemed 

about the continuation of long standing, uninterrupted family farm ownership, 

then conversations with the following affected landowners would reveal similar 

and superior ownership durations Janet Dinges- over 150 years; Stanley Sauer 

over 120 years; August Burmeister - over 100 years; Willard Umemann - over 

100 years; Steve Uffieman - over 95 years. 

The primary route fails to maximize the use of the natural boundary between the 

communities of Red Bud and Ruma the valley surrounding Horse Creek. 

(Sections 26,27,28,29,30, T 4s -R 8W.) Nearer to approximating the equal 

distance beheen the two incorporated entities, the lower elevation of the lands 

surrounding the creek offer a level terrain that will neither interfere with desirable 

development, highly erodable land, nor the large numbers of nearby residences 
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found along the primary route. In addition, placement in the lower elevation area 

minimizes visibility by concealing the widest portion of the unattractive towers up 

to 50 feet relative to locations along the primary route. 

The current primary route represents an unnecessary risk of interfering with 

highly desirable, unsuhsidized, economic growth and development in the Red Bud 

area. As previously mentioned, residential development has already established 

itself in the area adjacent the primary route, south of the Red Bud city limits. 

Intersommunity competition for commercial economic development is causing a 

hurgeoning use of revenue diluting inducement mechanisms such as tax increment 

financing districts, ta.. abatements, and low or no-interest financing packages. 

The shifting direction of local revenues is thereby placing more burden upon the 

unsuhsidized residential property owner. To place unattractive encumbrances 

such a overhead high-voltage transmission lines in areas most conducive to 

managed contiguous residential growth, deprives the affected community ofthe 

benefit of one of its most important revenue generating natural resources - 

attractive residential setting. In addition, placing a disamenity such a< the 

proposed transmission facility in an area of evident community growth confounds 

the mission of local public officials to predictahty establish continuity and focus 

infrashucture improvement in the correct location. In short, the community 

affected loses out on the desirability of valuahle land and the ability to predict 

bpwth patterns due to interference from the unpredictable and uncontrollable 

public sentiment over high voltage power lines. 
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19. The city of Red Bud contains the highest population (over 3500 residents) of the 

municipalities within 1 ‘h miles of the primary route and the highest population 

density (over I600 per square mile) in Randolph County. Between 1990 and 

2000, the Red Bud population by I .7% per year, compared to -0.5% for Randolph 

CounQ as a whole. Red Bud lies at the intersection of Illinois Route 3 and Route 

159. Route 3 is the primary transit corridor through Monroe County, the fastest 

growing county south of the Chicago Area. Population estimates available 

through the City of  Red Bud predict a 2.4 to 2.8% per year increase in the 

population over the next decade. With the limited availability of undeveloped 

land within the Red Bud incorporated area, the likelihood of rapid geographic 

expansion is substantial. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated July 12,2006 
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9791 Pine Crest Rd. 
Red Bud, 62278 

biimari @htc.net 
(61 8) 282-2350 
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VERIFICATION 

I, Leo Fulton, Jr., swear, depose and say that I have read the above and foregoing statement by 

me subscribed and know the contents thereof; that said contents are true in substance and in fact, 

except as to those matters stated upon information and belief, and as to those, I believe same to be 

true. 

9791 Pine Crest Rd. 
Red Bud, IL 62278 
(618) 282-2350 
bilmarl @htc.net 

mailto:htc.net
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1: Leo Fulton, Jr., certif>i that as the 13'h day of July, 2006, I served a copy of the 

foregoing statement by electronic mail or regular mail, postage prepaid to the individuals 

on the service list. 
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9791 Pine Crest Rd, 
Red Bud, IL 62278 
(618) 282-2350 
bilmarl @htc.net 
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Mmill W. F‘range 
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Fults, E 62244 

Daooie and Carolyn Pigg 
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Fults, R. 62244 
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obcrriaelfditc.net 
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